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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This document is the first Office Action on the merits. This action is responsive 
to the following communications: The Non-Provisional Application, which was filed on 
October 14, 2003. 

2. Claims 1-22 have been examined, with claims 1 , 6, and 16 being the 
independent claims. 

3. Claims 1-22 are rejected. 

Claims Rejection - 35 U.S.C. 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-4, 6-14, and 16-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Estrada, et al. (U.S. Patent Application Publication, published 
October 17, 2003, and filed December 29, 2000.) [hereinafter "Estrada"], in view of 
DzSoft, "Turn PowerPoint presentations into standalone Slide Shows," published on the 
Internet at least as of October 1 , 2003, downloaded by the Examiner on May 14, 2006 
from: http://web.archiv.org/web/20031001171832/dzsoft.com/dzshow-powerpoint.htm, 
downloaded pages 1-2, with additional pages 3-4, being printouts of the text frames 
appearing on pages 1-2, [hereinafter "DzSoft"]. 
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Regarding independent claim 1 , Estrada in view of DzSoft teaches: 

A , system for converting slide show presentations for use within non- 
presentation applications, the system comprising: 

a slide show produced by a slide show presentation application and stored 
in a native format; and, 

a slide show conversion process configured for coupling to a non- 
presentation application and programmed both to extract contextual data from 
said slide show in its native format, and also to convert associated slides in said 
slide show to raster imagery for use in said non-presentation application. 
(Estrada teaches to convert a slide show file, specifically in PowerPoint 97, and to 
convert it to a markup language, specifically HTML. See, Estrada, paragraphs [0350]- 
[0352]. Estrada does not expressly teach extracting contextual data from the slide show 
in its native format. 

DzSoft teaches contextual data in the form of frame identification, and further, 
teaches adding annotations to a slide. See, DzSoft, pages 1-4. 

Estrada and DzSoft are combinable in that they involve the same art of 
manipulation and conversion of slide show images and text to convert the native slide 
show slides into a format that is viable outside the originating program. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Estrada and DzSoft. 
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The suggestion or motivation for combining Estrada and DzSoft is that both 
references have as their goal for the obvious and beneficial purpose of creating a stand 
alone slide show in a commonly accessible and sharable format, such as JPEG or 
HTML. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to combine Estrada and DzSoft to created the invention specified 
in claim 1.) 

Regarding dependent claim 2, Estrada in view of DzSoft teaches: 

The system of claim 1, wherein said contextual data comprises a slide title 
for each one of said associated slides. 
(The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated herein by this reference. See also, DzSoft, 
pages 3-4 teaching assignment of slide titles.) 

Regarding dependent claim 3, DzSoft teaches: 

The system of claim 1, wherein said contextual data comprises important 
text associated with each one of said associated slides. 
(The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated herein by this reference. See also, DzSoft, 
page' 4 teaching captions to identify slides in picture shows.) 
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Regarding dependent claim 4, Estrada in view of DzSoft teaches: 

The system of claim 1, wherein said slide show conversion process further 
comprises programming for generating a markup language document and for 
disposing said contextual data and said raster imagery within said markup 
language document. 

(The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated herein by this reference. See also, Estrada 
teaching to convert a slide show file, specifically in PowerPoint 97, and to convert it to a 
markup language, specifically HTML. See, Estrada, paragraphs [0350]-[0352].) 

Regarding independent claim 6, Estrada in view of DzSoft teaches: 

A method for converting a slide show presentation for use within a non- 
presentation application, the method comprising the steps of: 

extracting a slide title for a first slide in the slide show presentation; 
converting said first slide into a raster image; 

disposing both said slide title and said raster image in a markup language 
document; and, 

repeating said extracting, converting and disposing steps for a selected 
group of other slides in the slide show presentation. 
(Estrada teaches to convert a slide show file, specifically in PowerPoint 97, and to 
convert it to a markup language, specifically HTML. See, Estrada, paragraphs [0350]- 
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[0352]. Estrada does not expressly teach extracting contextual data from the slide show 
in its native format. 

DzSoft teaches contextual data in the form of frame identification, and further, 
teaches adding annotations to a slide. See, DzSoft, pages 1-4. 

Estrada and DzSoft are combinable in that they involve the same art of 
manipulation and conversion of slide show images and text to convert the native slide 
show slides into a format that is viable outside the originating program. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have repeated the conversion process for additional slides in the slide show 
presentation for the obvious and beneficial purpose of converting the a plurality or all of 
the slide show in order to make it available for use for devices that did not have the 
original program installed. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Estrada and DzSoft. 

The suggestion or motivation for combining Estrada and DzSoft is that both 
references have as their goal for the obvious and beneficial purpose of creating a stand 
alone slide show in a commonly accessible and sharable format, such as JPEG or 
HTML. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to combine Estrada and DzSoft to created the invention specified 
in claim 6.) 
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Regarding dependent claim 7, Estrada in view of DzSoft teaches: 
The method of claim 6, further comprising the steps of: 
further extracting important text from said first slide; 
annotating said raster image of said first slide in said markup language 
document with said extracted important text; and, 

further repeating said repeating, further extracting and annotating steps for 
a selected group of other slides in the slide show presentation. 
(The rejection of claim 6 is incorporated herein by this reference. DzSoft teaches 
annotation to the slides, but does not expressly teach extracting "important" text. See, 
DzSoft, page 2. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to extract "important" 
text from slides such as text representative of the text on the slide for the obvious and 
beneficial purposes of indexing the slides, providing hints to the user of the contents of 
the slides, and creating a table of contents, such as is a standard function in PowerPoint 

97. 

It would also have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to have repeated the annotation steps for the obvious and beneficial 
purpose of examining a plurality or all of the slides in the set.) 
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Regarding dependent claim 8, Estrada in view of DzSoft teaches: 

The method of claim 6, wherein said further extracting step comprises the 

step of further extracting text having formatting characteristics within said first 

slide which emphasizes said text. 
(The rejection of claim 6 is incorporated herein by this reference. DzSoft teaches 
annotation to the slides, but does not expressly teach extracting text based on 
formatting characteristics. See, DzSoft, page 2. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to extract "important" 
text from slides such as text representative of the text on the slide for the obvious and 
beneficial purposes of indexing the slides, providing hints to the user of the contents of 
the slides, and creating a table of contents.) 

Regarding dependent claim 9, Estrada in view of DzSoft teaches: 

The method of claim 8, wherein said formatting characteristics comprise a 

point size which exceeds a threshold value. 
(The rejection of claim 6 is incorporated herein by this reference. DzSoft teaches 
annotation to the slides, but does not expressly teach extracting text based on 
formatting characteristics, including point size. See, DzSoft, page 2. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to extract "important" 
text from slides such as text representative of the text on the slide for the obvious and 
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beneficial purposes of indexing the slides, providing hints to the user of the contents of 
the slides, and creating a table of contents.) 

Regarding dependent claim 10, Estrada in view of DzSoft teaches: 

The method of claim 7, wherein said annotating step comprises the step of 

generating an ALT tag with said important text in association with said raster 

image in said markup language document. 
(The rejection of claim 6 is incorporated herein by this reference. DzSoft teaches 
annotation to the slides, but does not expressly teach associating an ALT tag with 
important text. See, DzSoft, page 2. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to associate an ALT 
tag with important text to identify the content of the slide. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use an ALT tag for the 
purpose, in that such use was one of the reasons the ALT tag was developed for HTLM. 
See, e.g.: Graham, "XHTML 1.0 Language and Design Sourcebook, The Next 
Generation of HTML," Wiley Computer Publishing, copyright 2000, page 249, stating: 
"Good design should make allowances for users who do not see the images, either 
because they are using a text-only browser or because they have disabled image 
loading on their browsers. The alt attribute lets you provide a text alternative to and 
description for the image, useful in either of these instances.") 



Application/Control Number: 10/685,192 
Art Unit: 2176 



Page 10 



Regarding dependent claim 11, Estrada in view of DzSoft teaches: 

The method of claim 10, wherein said generating step further comprises 

the step of formatting said ALT tag with additional inline indicators for facilitating 

an audible playback of said important text in a non-presentation application. 
(The rejection of claim 6 is incorporated herein by this reference. DzSoft teaches 
annotation to the slides, but does not expressly teach associating an ALT tag with 
important text. See, DzSoft, page 2. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to associate an ALT . 
tag with important text to identify the content of the slide. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use an ALT tag for the 
purpose, in that such use was one of the reasons the ALT tag was developed for HTLM. 
See, e.g.: Graham, "XHTML 1 .0 Language and Design Sourcebook, The Next 
Generation of HTML," Wiley Computer Publishing, copyright 2000, page 249, stating: 
"Good design should make allowances for users who do not see the images, either 
because they are using a text-only browser or because they have disabled image 
loading on their browsers. The alt attribute lets you provide a text alternative to and 
description for the image, useful in either of these instances." 

Just as it would have been obvious to leave a string of text in ALT to describe a 
missing image, so would it have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to leave a string of text describing a missing audio clip.) 
Regarding dependent claim 12, Estrada in view of DzSoft teaches: 
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The method of claim 6, further comprising the step of processing said 
markup language document in a non-presentation application. 
(The rejection of claim 6 is incorporated herein by this reference. See in particular, 
Estrada, paragraphs [0350]-[0352], teaching the processing of the markup language 
document in the non-presentation application of QuickPlace.) 

Regarding dependent claim 13, Estrada in view of DzSoft teaches: 

The method of claim 12, wherein said processing step comprises the step 

of generating an agenda with each slide title for each raster image in said 

markup language document. 
(The rejection of claim 6 is incorporated herein by this reference. See in particular, 
Estrada, paragraphs [01 10]-[0162], teaching folder objects with tables of contents and 
indexes.) 

Regarding dependent claim 14, Estrada in view of DzSoft teaches: 

The method of claim 6, further comprising the step of performing each of 
said extracting, disposing, converting and repeating steps in externally to a slide 
show presentation application which produced the slide show presentation. 
(The rejection of claim 6 is incorporated herein by this reference. See in particular, 
Estrada, paragraphs [0001]-[0552], teaching performing extracting, disposing, 
converting, and repeating the steps externally in the program QuickPlace.) 
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Regarding independent claim 16, Estrada in view of DzSoft teaches: 

A machine readable storage having stored thereon a computer program 
for converting a slide show presentation for use within a non-presentation 
application, the computer program comprising a routine set of instructions for 
causing the machine to perform the steps of: 

extracting a slide title for a first slide in the slide show presentation; 
converting said first slide into a raster image; 

disposing both said slide title and said raster image in a markup language 
document; and, 

repeating said extracting, converting and disposing steps for a selected 
group of other slides in the slide show presentation. 
(Claim 16 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claimed in claim 1 and is 
rejected along the same rationale.) 

Regarding dependent claim 17, Estrada in view of DzSoft teaches: 

The machine readable storage of claim 16, further comprising the steps of: 

further extracting important text from said first slide; 

annotating said raster image of said first slide in said markup language 
document with said extracted important text; and, 

further repeating said repeating, further extracting and annotating steps for 
a selected group of other slides in the slide show presentation. 
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(The rejection of claim 16 is incorporated herein by this reference. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to repeat the steps 
in order to convert a plurality or all of the slides to be converted.) 

Regarding dependent claim 18, Estrada in view of DzSoft teaches: 

The machine readable storage of claim 17, wherein said further extracting 

step comprises the step of further extracting text having formatting characteristics 

within said first slide which emphasizes said text. 
(Claim 18 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claimed in claim 8 and is 
rejected along the same rationale.) 

Regarding dependent claim 19, Estrada in view of DzSoft teaches: 

The machine readable storage of claim 18, wherein said formatting 
characteristics comprise a point size which exceeds a threshold value. 
(Claim 19 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claimed in claim 9 and is 
rejected along the same rationale.) 

Regarding dependent claim 20, Estrada in view of DzSoft teaches: 

The machine readable storage of claim 17, wherein said annotating stpp 
comprises the step of generating an ALT tag with said important text in 
association with said raster image in said markup language document. 
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(Claim 20 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claimed in claim 10 and is 
rejected along the same rationale.) 

Regarding dependent claim 21 , Estrada in view of DzSoft teaches: 

The machine readable storage of claim 20, wherein said generating step 
further comprises the step of formatting said ALT tag with additional inline 
indicators for facilitating an audible playback of said important text in a non- 
presentation application. 

(Claim 21 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claimed in claim 1 1 and is 

rejected along the same rationale.) 

5. Claims 5, 15, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Estrada in view of DzSoft, and further in view of Mendhekar, et al. (U.S. Patent 
6,108,696, issued August 22, 2000) [hereinafter "Mendhekar"]. 

Regarding dependent claim 5, Estrada in view of DzSoft and further in view of 
Mendhekar teaches: 

The system of claim 1, wherein said slide show conversion process further 

comprises programming for reducing said raster imagery to a size suitable for 

display in a pervasive device. 
(Estrada in view of DzSoft teaches the limitations of claim 1 , but does not expressly 
teach the reducing raster imagery to a size suitable for display in a pervasive device. 
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Mendhekar teaches converting a general purpose markup output, such as HTML, 
to a device-dependent, "pervasive," device. See, Mendhekar, col. 1 , line 7 through col. 
4, line 6. 

Estrada and DzSoft and Mendhekar are combinable in that they involve the same 
art of conversion or modification of electronic documents for presentation. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Estrada and DzSoft with the teachings of 
Mendhekar for the obvious benefit of presenting the converted slide show slides on 
pervasive devices, such as PDA's. 

The suggestion or motivation for combining the references is drawn from the 
purpose of the conversion, which was to make the slide show data available to other 
devices which did not have the native program installed. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Estrada and DzSoft with the teachings 
of Mendhekar to result in an invention as specified in claim 5.) 

Regarding dependent claim 15, Estrada in view of DzSoft and further in view of 

Mendhekar teaches: 

The method of claim 6, further comprising the steps of: 
reducing said raster image to a size suitable for display in a pervasive 
device; and, 
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rendering said slide title and said reduced raster image in a pervasive 
device display. 

(Estrada in view of DzSoft teaches the limitations of claim 6, but does not expressly 
teach the reducing raster imagery to a size suitable for display in a pervasive device. 

Mendhekar teaches converting a general purpose markup output, such as HTML, 
to a device-dependent, "pervasive," device. See, Mendhekar, col. 1 , line 7 through col. 
4, line 6. 

Estrada and DzSoft and Mendhekar are combinable in that they involve the same 
art of conversion or modification of electronic documents for presentation. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Estrada and DzSoft with the teachings of 
Mendhekar for the obvious benefit of presenting the converted slide show slides on 
pervasive devices, such as PDA's. 

The suggestion or motivation for combining the references is drawn from the 
purpose of the conversion, which was to make the slide show data available to other 
devices which did not have the native program installed. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Estrada and DzSoft with the teachings 
of Mendhekar to result in an invention as specified in claim 15.) 

Regarding dependent claim 22, Estrada in view of DzSoft and further in view of 
Mendhekar teaches: 
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The machine readable storage of claim 17, further comprising the steps of: 
reducing said raster image to a size suitable for display in a pervasive device; 
and, rendering said slide title and said reduced raster image in a pervasive 
device display. 

(Estrada in view of DzSoft teaches the limitations of claim 17, but does not expressly 
teach the reducing raster imagery to a size suitable for display in a pervasive device. 

Mendhekar teaches converting a general purpose markup output, such as HTML, 
to a device-dependent, "pervasive," device. See, Mendhekar, col. 1 , line 7 through col. 
4, line 6. 

Estrada and DzSoft and Mendhekar are combinable in that they involve the same 
art of conversion or modification of electronic documents for presentation. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Estrada and DzSoft with the teachings of 
Mendhekar for the obvious benefit of presenting the converted slide show slides on 
pervasive devices, such as PDA's. 

The suggestion or motivation for combining the references is drawn from the 
purpose of the conversion, which was to make the slide show data available to other 
devices which did not have the native program installed. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Estrada and DzSoft with the teachings 
of Mendhekar to result in an invention as specified in claim 22.) 
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6. It is noted that any citations to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the 
prior art references and any interpretation of the references should not be considered to 
be limiting in any way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon 
for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. 
See, MPEP 2123. 

Conclusion 

7. The following prior art is made of record and not relied upon that is considered 
pertinent to applicants' disclosure: 

O'Haver, "Putting Kid Pix SlideShows on the Web," presented at the Annual 
Meeting of the Maryland Instructional Computer Coordinator's Association (MICCA), 
March 26 and 27, 1998, downloaded by the Examiner on May 14, 2006, from: 
www.wam.umd.edu/~toh/slideshow/, downloaded pages 1-8. 

"NUI ITS Power Point Web Conversion Steps (Nov 8, 2001)," downloaded by the 
Examiner on May 14, 2006, from: www.its.niu.edu/its/www/powerpointfaq.shtml, one 

page- 
Individuals associated with the filing or prosecution of a patent application are 
reminded of their obligations pursuant to 37 CRF 1.56. See generally, MPEP 2001 and 
subsections. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael K. Botts whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5533. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8:00-4:00 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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